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PETITION FOR REVIEW OF CLOSURE DECISION 

1. Petitioners Venice Stakeholders Association and Mark Ryavec 

(“Petitioners”) hereby petition the Postal Regulatory Commission, pursuant to 39 C.F.R. § 

3001.111, for review of the September 23, 2011, decision by the United States Postal 

Service (the “Service”) to close the historic Venice, California Main Post Office 

(hereinafter “VMPO”) at 1601 Main Street (hereinafter the “Closure Decision”), a copy of 

which is attached hereto.  

2. The petition is made on the following grounds: 

a. The Closure Decision improperly describes the closure as a 

“relocation” of a customer service facility to another existing building, namely, the Venice 

Carrier Annex at 313 Grand Boulevard.  The Closure Decision accordingly purports to 

have been made under 39 C.F.R. § 241.4, a regulation concerning relocations that provides 

only for a review by the Vice President, Facilities of the Service.  Specifically, the Closure 

Decision states that “This is the final decision of the Postal Service with respect to this 

matter, and there is no right to further administrative or judicial review of this decision.” 

b. In fact, the Closure Decision would result in the elimination of 

a large retail post office with five customer windows and the establishment in its place of a 

much smaller retail operation with no more than two customer windows, ancillary to the 

nearby Venice Carrier Annex.  This dramatic decrease in the size of the VMPO 

simultaneous with its purported “relocation” means that in fact, the action is the functional 

equivalent of a closure – or at least a partial closure – of the VMPO.  Thus, the decision 

should be, and is, subject to all procedures and considerations associated with a closure 

under 39 U.S.C. § 404(b) and 39 C.F.R. § 241.3, including an appeal to this Commission. 
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c. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 U.S.C. § 

404(b)(1), which requires, prior to closing the VMPO, the provision of at least 60 days’ 

notice to persons served by such post office;  

d. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 U.S.C. § 

404(b)(2), which requires the Postal Service to consider, before closing the VMPO, 

numerous factors including the effect on the community, the effect on employees, and the 

economic savings to the Postal Service; 

e. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 C.F.R. § 

241.3(a)(5), which requires that an initial feasibility study be prepared before any decision 

to discontinue the VMPO. 

f. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 C.F.R. § 

241.3(c)(1)(i), which requires that the District Manager, in considering whether to 

recommending closure of the VMPO, to follow all standards and procedures set forth in 39 

C.F.R. § 241.3(c) and (d). 

g. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 C.F.R. § 

241.3(c)(4), which requires the District Manager to prepare a written proposal to close the 

VMPO, which would describe, analyze and justify in detail the proposed change and its 

effect on available services, the community, employees, economic savings to the Service, 

and other factors; and which would notify the public of where to inspect materials on 

which the proposal was based, and its right of appeal from any final determination; and 

which requires the District Manager to preserve for the record all documentation used to 

assess the proposed change. 
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h.  The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 C.F.R. § 

241.3(d), which requires that the written proposal and a signed invitation for comments be 

posted prominently at the VMPO and elsewhere, that a community meeting be held on the 

proposal, and that a complete copy of the record be available for public inspection during 

normal office hours; 

i. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 C.F.R. § 

241.3(e), which requires consideration of all public comments and a final local 

recommendation by the District Manager concerning the proposal to close the VMPO; 

j. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 C.F.R. § 

241.3(f), which requires the preparation of a final written decision by the responsible 

Headquarters Vice President, including a specific notice advising the public of its right to 

appeal the determination to this Commission within 30 days after the posting of the 

determination;  

k. The Postal Service failed to comply with 39 U.S.C. § 

404(b)(3), which requires the determination to close the VMPO to include written findings 

with respect to the considerations required to be made under with 39 U.S.C. § 404(b)(2), 

and by failing to make the determination and findings available to persons served by the 

VMPO; and 

l. The Postal Service has failed to comply with 39 U.S.C. § 

404(b)(4), which requires it to refrain from taking any action to close the VMPO until 60 

days after its written determination is made. 
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3. Petitioner Venice Stakeholders Association (“VSA”) is an 

unincorporated nonprofit association organized under section 501(c)3 of the Internal 

Revenue Code, which includes members who are served by the VMPO.  As such, VSA is a 

“Person” under 39 C.F.R. § 3001.5 that is served by the VMPO, and thereby entitled to file 

this Petition. 

4. Petitioner Mark Ryavec is a resident of Venice who is served by the 

VMPO, and is thereby entitled to file this Petition. 

5. Respondent United States Postal Service is a government entity which 

operates the VMPO and is responsible for the Closure Decision.  

APPLICATION FOR SUSPENSION OF CLOSURE DECISION 

6. Petitioners further apply pursuant to 39 C.F.R. § 3001.114 for an 

order suspending the effectiveness of the Closure Decision pending the outcome of this 

appeal.  Such application is made based upon facts that are not subject to dispute, namely, 

as follows: 

a. The closure would result in an immediate and dramatic 

reduction in the services now provided at the VMPO, including, but not limited to, a 

reduction of customer service windows by 60 percent, i.e., from five windows to no more 

than two; 

b. The Postal Service is, as a result of the Closure Decision, 

already attempting to sell the historic structure that has housed the VMPO since 1939; and 
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c. If said structure is sold while this appeal is pending, the Postal 

Service would be incapable of restoring the services that are the subject of the appeal. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Petitioners request that the Commission: 

a. Make an immediate order suspending the effectiveness of the 

Closure Decision until the final disposition of this appeal;  

b. Reverse the Closure Decision and return the matter to the 

Postal Service for further consideration; and 

c. Provide such other and further relief as the Commission deems 

just and proper. 

DATED:  October 13, 2011 
  

 

         
 JOHN A. HENNING, JR. 

Attorney for Petitioners 
 VENICE STAKEHOLDERS ASSOCIATION 

and MARK RYAVEC 
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